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FEB 2 a 2000 


GERALD ARMSTRONG, 
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v. 
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corporation; et al., 
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v. 

CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY 
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Nevada (Reno) 
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DC NO. CV-97-00670-ECR 
Nevada (Reno) 


ORDER 


The plaintiffs late motion for an extension of time in which to file the 


reply/answering brief is denied. The showing of cause in the instant motion does 
not constitute the showing of good cause required under Ninth Circuit Rule 31 - 
2.2(b). The reply/answering brief is due March 6, 2000. The defendants’ optional 
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reply brief is due 14 days from service of the reply/answering brief. 

The instant motion was received on the briefs due date. The plaintiff is 
reminded that a motion for an extension of time to file a brief should be filed at 

i 

least 7 days before the expiration of the time prescribed for filing the brief. 9th 
Cir. R. 31-2.2(b). 


For the Court: 

CATHY A. CATTERSON 
Clerlyof the Court 

Teresa A. Haugen 
Deputy Clerk 
Ninth Cir. R. 27-7/Appendix A, 
General Orders for the 
United States Court of Appeals 

promo 2.21 






